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Comparing family incomes is even more deceptive. Some Asian 

American groups do have higher family incomes than Caucasians. But 
they have more workers per family. 

The ·model minoriJy" image homogenizes Asian Americans and hides 
their dirferences. For example. while thousands of Vietnamese American 
young people attend universities, others are on the streets. They live in 
motels and hang out in pool halls in places like East Los Angeles; some 
join gangs. 

1\venty-five percent of the people in New York City's Chinatown 
lived below the poverty level in 1980, compared with 17 percent of the 
city's popula1ion. Some 60 P<'rcent of the workers in the Chinatowns of 
Los Angeles and San Francisco arc crowded into low-paying jobs in gar
ment factories and restaurants. 

"Most immigrants coming into Chinatown with a language barrier 
cannot go outside this confined area imo the mainstream of American 
industry.· a Chinese immigrant said. "Before. 1 was a painter in Hong 
Kong, but r can't do it here. l got no license. no education. l want a Jiv
ing; so it's dishwasher, janitor, or cook." 

Hmong and Mien refugees from Laos have unemployment rates thaJ 11 
reach as high as 80 percent. A 1987 California study showed that three 
out of ten Southeast Asian refugee lamilies had been on welfare for four 
tO ten years. 

Although college-educated Asian Americans are entering the profes
~ioris and earning good salaries, many hit the "glass ceil ing· -the barrier 
through which h igh management positions can be seen but not reached. 
In 1988, only 8 percent of Asian Americans were "officials" and ·man· 
agers,· compared with 12 percenl for all groups. 

Finally, the triumph of Korean immigrants has been exaggerated. In 
1988, Koreans in the New York metropolitan area earned only 68 per· 
cent of the med ian income of non-Asians. More than three-quarters 
of Korean greengrocers, those so-called paragons of bootstrap entrepre· 
neurialism, came to America w i1 h a college education. Engineers, teach
ers, or administrators while in Korea, they became shopkeepers after 
their arrival. For many of ttiem, the greengrocery represents dashed 
dreams, a step downward in status. 

For all their hard work and long hours, most Korean shopkeepers do 
not actually earn very much: $ 17.000 to S35,000 a year, usually repre· 
senting the income from the labor of an entire family. 

But most Korean immigrants do not become shopkeepers. Instead, 
many find themselves trapped as clerks in grocery stores. service workers 
in restaurants. seamstresses in ganncm Factories. and janitors in hotels. 

Most Asian Americans know their •success• is largely a myth. They 
a lso see how the celebration of Asian Americans as a ·model minority" 
perpetuates their inequality and exacerbates relations between them and 
African Americans. 
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TOPICS FOR CRITTCAL TI-UNKtNG AND WRITING 

I. What is the thesis of Takaki's essay? What h the evidence he offers for 
its truth? Do you find his argument convincing? Explain your answers 
10 these questions in an essay of 500 words. Alternatively, write a 500-
word blog post that responds to this ess.iy. 

2. Takaki several times uses sta1istics 10 make a point. What effect do the 
statistics have on the reader? Do some of the sta1is1ics seem more con
vincing than others? Explain. 

3. Consider Takaki's title. To what group(s) is the myth of Asian superior
ity harmful? 

4. Suppose you believed that Asian Americans arc economically more 
successful in America today, relative 10 white Americans. than African 
Americans are. Does Takaki agree or disagree with you? What evidence. 
if any, docs he cite to support or reject the belief? 

5. Takaki attacks 1he •my1h· of Asian American success and thus rejects 
the idea that they arc a •model minority· (recall the opening ai1d closing 
paragraphs). What do you think a genuine model minority would be like? 
Can you think of any racial or ethnic minority in the United States that 
can serve as a model? Explain why or why 001 in an essay of 500 words. 

James Q. Wilson 

James Q. Wilson (/931-2012) was Collins Professor of Mana9ement and Public 
Policy at the University of California at Les An9eles. Among his books are Think -
ing about Crime (1975). Bureaucracy (1989), The Moral Sense (1993). and 
Moral Judgment (/997) . The essay that we reprint appeared ori9inally in the 
New York Times Magazine on March 20. 1994. 

Just Take Away Their Guns 

The president wants still tougher gun control legislation and thinks it 
wilJ work. The public supports rnore gun c;ontrol laws buJ suspects they 
won't work. The public is right. 

Legal restraints on the lawful purchase of gun~ will have little effect 
on the illegal use of guns. There are some 200 million guns in private 
ownership, abou1 one-th ird of them handguns. On ly about 2 percent of 
Jhe latter are employed to commit crimes. It would take a Draconian, 
and politically impossible, confiscation of legally purchased guns to make 
much of a diiference in the number used by criminals. Moreover, onilly 
about one-sixth of the handguns used by serious criminals are purchased 
from a gun shop or pawnshop. Most of these handguns are stolen, bor
rowed, or obtained through p rivate purchases that wouldn't be affected 
by gun laws. 
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What is worse. any successful effort ro shrink the stock of legally 
based guns (or of ammunition) would reduce the capacily of law

abiding people 10 defend themselves. Gun control advocates scoff at 
the importance of sell-defense, but they are wrong to do so. Based on 
a household survey, Gary Kleck, a criminologist at Florida Stale Uni
versity, has estimated that every year. guns are used-that is. displayed 
or fired-for defensive purposes more than a million times, nol c'Qunt
ing their use by the police. If his es1imate is correct, this means that the 
number of people who defend themselves with a gun exceeds the 11lun· 

..!.It.. ber of arrests for violent crimes and burg la rics. 
~ _,, Our goal should not be the disarming of law-abiding citizens. It 

(hould be 10 reduce rhe number of people who carry guns unlawfully, 
especially in places-on streets, in taverns-where rhe mere presence 
of a gun can increase the hazards we all lace. The most effective way to 
reduce illegal gun-carrying is to encourage the police to take guns away 
from people who carry them withoul a permil. This means encouraging 
the police to make street frisks. 

The Founh Amendment to the Constitution bans ·unreasonable , 
searches and seizures.· In 1968 the Supreme Court decided (Terry v. 
Ohio) that a frisk-patting down a person's ourer clothing-is proper 
if the officer has a ·reasonable suspicion· that the person is armed and 
dangerous. If a pat-down reveals an object that might be a gun, the offi. 
cer can enter the suspect's pocke1 to remove it. Uthe gun is being carried 
illegally, lhc suspect can be arrested. 

The reasonable-suspicion test is much less stringent than the probable
cause Slandard the police mus! meet in order to make an arrest. A 
reasonable suspicion, however, is more than just a hunch; it must be 
supported by specific facts. The courts have held, not always consistently, 
that these facts include someone acting in a way that leads an experi
enced officer to conclude criminal activi1y may be afoot; someone fleeing 
at the approach of an officer; a person who fits a drug courier profi le; a 
motorist stopped for a traffic violation who has a suspicious bulge in his 
pocket; a suspect identified by a reliable informant as carrying a gun. The 
Supreme Court has also upheld frisking people on probation or parole. 

Some police departments frisk a lot of people, but usually the police 
frisk rather few, at least for the purpose of detecting illegal guns. In l 992 
the police arrested aboul 240,000 people for illegally possessing or car
rying a weapon. This is only about one-fourth as many as were arrested 
for public drunkenness. The average police officer will make no weapons 
arrests and confiscate no guns during any given year. Mark Moore, a pro
fessor ol public policy at Harvard University, found that most weapons 
arrests were made because a citizen complained, no1 because the police 
were out looking for guns. 

11 is easy to see why. Many cities suffer from a shortage of officers, 
and even those with ample Jaw-enforcement personnel worry about 
having their ca,cs thrown out for conslitutional reasons or being accused 
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of police harassment. But the risk of violating the Constitution or engag
ing in actua l, as opposed to perceived, harassment can be substantially 
reduced. 

Each parrol officer can be given a !isl of people on probation or parole 
who live on that officer's beat and be rewarded for making frequent 
stops to insure that they are not carrying guns. Of6cers can be trained 
to recogaize the kinds of actions thal rhe Court will accept as providing 
the ·reasonable suspicion· necessary for a stop and frisk . Membership in 
a gang known for assaults and drug dealing could be made the basis, by 
statute or Court precedent, for gun frisks. 

The available evidence supports the claim that sell-defense is a 10 
legitimate form of deterrence. People who report 10 1he Na1ional Crime 
Survey that !hey defended rhemselves with a weapon were less likely to 
lose property in a robbery or be injured in an assault 1han those who did 
not defend themselves. Slatistics have shown rhat wou ld-be burglars are 
threatened by gun-wielding victims about as many times a year as they 
are arrested (and much more often lhan they are seni to prison) and thal 
the chances of a burglar being shot are abour the same as his chances of 
going 10 jail. Criminals know these facts even if gun control advocates do 
not and so are less likely lo burgle occupied homes·in America than oc
cupied ones in Europe, where the residents rarely have guns. 
-Some gun control advocates may concede these points but rejoin 
that the cost or self-defense is self-injury: Handgun owners arc more 
likely to shoot themselves or their loved ones than a criminal. NOL quite. 
Most gun accidents involve rifles and shotguns, not handguns. More-

l 
over. the rate of fatal gun accidents has been declining while the level of 
gun ownership has been rising. There are fatal gun accidents just as there 
are fatal car accidents, but i11 fewer lhan 2 percent of the gun fatalities 

( was the victim someone mistaken for an intruder. 
-----,.hose who urge us to forbid or severely rc~trict the sale of guns 

ignore these facts. Worse. they adopt a positioo thal is politically absurd. 
In effect, lhcy say, ·Your government, having failed to protect your per
son and your property from criminal assault, now intends to deprive you 
of the opportunit\' to protect yourself.• 

Opponents of gun control make a different mistake. The National 
Rifle Association and its allies tell us that ·guns don't kill. people kill' 
and urge the Government to punish more severely people who use guns 
to commit crimes. Locking up criminals does prorect society Crom future 
crimes, and the prospect of being locked up may deter criminals. But our 
experience with meting out tougher sentences is mixed. The tougher 
the prospec1ive sentence the less likely it is to l>e imposed, or at leasl to 
be imposed swiftly. II the Legislature adds on time for crimes commit
led with a gun. prosecutors often bargain away the add-ons; even when 
they do n01, the judges in many states arc reluctant to impose add-ons. 

Worse, the presence of a gun can contribute tO the magnitude of 
the crime even on the part of those who worry about serving a long 
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prison sentence. Many criminals carry guns nor co rob stores bur LO pro· 
cect themselves from ocher armed criminals. Gang violence has become 
more threatening LO bystanders as gang members have begun 10 arm 
themselves. People may commit crimes, bur guns make some crimes 
worse. Guns often convert spomaneous outbursts of anger into fatal en
coumers. When some people carry them on the streets, others will want 
10 carry chem LO protect themselves, and an urban arms race will be un
derway. 

And modern sdence can be enlisted to help. Metal derecLOrs at air- , 
port~ have reduced the number of airplane hombings and skyjackings 
10 nearly zero. But these detectors only work at very close range. What 
is needed is a device that will enable the police 10 detect the presence 
of a large lump of metal in someone's pocket from a distance of ten or 
rifteen feet. Receiving such a signal could supply the officer with rea
sonable grounds for a pat-down. Underemployed nuclear physicists and 
electronics engineers in the post•cold-war era surely have the ralems for 
designing a better gun detector. 

Even if we do all these things, there will still be complaints. Inno
cent people will be stopped. Young black and Hispanic men will prob
ably be stopped more often than older white Anglo males or women of 
any race. Bui if we are serious about reducing drive-by shootings, fatal 
gang wars and lethal quarrels in public places, we must get illegal guns 
off the street. We cannot do this by multiplying the forms one filh out at 
gun shops or by pretending that guns a re not a problem until a criminal 
uses one. 

TOPICS FOR CRITICAL THTNT<rNG AND WRITING 

t. If you had to single oul one ,;entence in Wilson's essay as coming close 
ro stating his thesis, what sentence would that be? Why do you think it 
states, better than any other sentence, the thesis of the essay? 

2. In his third paragraph Wilson reviews some research by a criminologist 
purporting to show 1ha1 gu11s are important for self-defense in Ameri
can households. Docs the research as reported show that displaying 
or firing guns in self-defense actually prevented crimes? Or wounded 
aggressors? Suppose you were also told that in households where guns 
may be used defensively, thousands of innocem people are injured, 
and hundreds are killed-for instance, children who find a loaded gun 
and play with it. Would you regard these injuries and deaths as a lair 
trade-oll? Explain. What does the research presemed by Wilson really 
show? 

3. In paragraph 12 Wilson says that people who want to severely restrict 
the ownership of guns are in effect saying, "'Your government, having 
failed to protect your pc"nn and your prnrerty from criminal assault, 
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now intends 10 deprive you of the opportunity to protect yourself." 
What 1·eply might an advocate of severe restrictions make? (Even if you 
strongly believe Wilson's summary is accurate, try ro put yoursell in the 
shoes of a·n advocate of gun control. and come up with the best reply 
that you can.) 

4. Wilson reports in paragraph 7 that the police arrest four limes as many 
dnmks on the streets as they do people carrying unlicensed firearms. 
Does this strike you as absurd, reasonable, or mysterious? Does Wilson 
explain it to your satisfoction? 

5. In his final paragraph Wilson grants that his proposal entails a difli· 
culty: "Innocent people will be stopped. Young black and Hispanic men 
will probably be stopped more often than older white Anglo males or 
women of any race." Assuming Lhat his predictions are accurate, is Wil
son's proposal therefore fatally Oawed and worth no funher thought, 
or (to take the other extreme view) do you think that innocent people 
who Jail into ce11ain cfossifications will just have to put up with frisking 
for the public good? 

6. ln an essay or no more than 100 words, explain the difference between 
the ·reasonable-suspicion·· test (para. 5) and the 'probable-cause stan• 
dard" (para. 6) that the courts use in deciding whether a street !risk is 
lawful. (You may want 10 organize your essay into two paragraphs, one 
on each topic, or perhaps into three ii you want to use a brief imroduc
tory paragraph.) 

7, Wilson criticizes both gun control advocates and rhe National Rifle 
Association for their ill-advised views. In an essay of 500 words, state his 
cri1ictsms of each side, and explain ... vhcther and to \vhat extent you agree. 

Kayla Webley 

Kayla Webley, the education correspondent for Time magazine, did her under
graduate work at 1he University of Washington, concentra1m9 on journalism and 
poli1iral science, and her graduate work at Northwestern University, specializing 
in new media. The essay that \vt repn'nt originally appeared in Tin1e ,na.qazine 
on April 20. 2012. 

Is Forgiving Student Loan Debt a Good Idea? 

Every few weeks now a petition pops up in my Facebook newsfeed 
urging the government Lo forgive all student debt. The comment from 
the person posting the petition usually goes something like this, "Guess
ing this will never happen, but can't hurt 10 sign on!" 

The petition now has nearly 670,000 signatures. Scroll ing through 
the stories posted on the petition (and similar SLOries told on the related 


